July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K, Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Tam writing 10 add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with 1 pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I irnplore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dhals a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected 1o a “platform” in another state -- let's say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there js a call to Nebraska and then a
separa(e call to Virginia. '

But the Bell compantes want to wreat this as & single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway 1o four large
corporations.

I'am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers® interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.
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¢ces:  Comrnissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commisstoner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin I. Martin
Commissioner Jopathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Srtreet, S W,

Washingion, DC 20554

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed 1o eéfforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rinles on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls, As you approach your work on this docker, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want 10 target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The cailer, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected to a “platform” in another stute -- let's say in Nebraska., From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call 10 Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of whart they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort 1o protect their customers’ interests in this manner. i is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue. '

tic Comeflynn, Nowhnl? enolina

ccs:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator
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Tuly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Sireet, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Ra: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

T'am writing 10 add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the Jocal Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, 1 implore
you 1o keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, is connected 0 a “‘platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someons in Virginia. Carrent rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, ong from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia,
BEoth calls are subject to interstate access charges beciuse there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want 1o treat this as a single in-state cull so they cin levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies' actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they wunt to charge consumers,

Prices are already rising for gas, mitk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

{am aware that the long distance companies und others that sell pre-paid cailing cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

ccs:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Comumnissioner Jonathan S, Adelstein
Senator ‘
Senator



-

July 10, 2004

Chairmean Michae! K. Powell

Federal Commumications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 26554

Re: WC Docket No. 032133
Dear Chairman Powell;

Tam writing o add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, jt will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you 1o keep the needs of consumers in mmind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a tall-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, 15 connected to 2 “platforny” in another state -- Jet’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about 4 company, non-profit or person, The caller then
dials the telephone nurpber of someone in Virginia. Curvent rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they waat 1o charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers” interests in this manner. It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue. ‘
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ces:  Commissioner Kathieen Q. Abernathy
Conunissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Comrmnissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator

Sincerely,
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July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Comynunications Comumission
445 12th Streat, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docker No., 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

! am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals oppaosed 10 efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies o circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will resull in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
Tates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, [ implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies,

The Bell companies want 10 target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with iis or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, 1s connected to a “platform’™ in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” hie or she hears 3 message about a company, non-profit or person. The catler then
diafs the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, as well as common senss, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia,
Both calls are subject 1o interstate access charges becaunse there is a cull to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-stare call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies” actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls 100, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
corporations.

L'am aware that the long distance companies and others that sc¢ll pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort 1o protect their customers’ interests in this manper. It is

now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue.

Sincerely,

% s
cos: mmr Kathleen Q. Abernathy

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Comnmussioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator

Senator



July 10, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S, W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

[ am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid
calling card services.

Minorities, lower-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and
milntary families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these
consumers do not have the credit, bank accounts, or surplus cash to pay a large deposit
for local telephone service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option
they have 10 stay connected - to make phone calls to leok for a job, for affordable
housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or stay in touch with family and friends. These
cards offer convenience and predictable costs.

In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally risk being disconnected if the
prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are indispeasable for these and other
consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative o regular and wireless
telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new "in-state” access
charges and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local
telephone companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can
least afford to bear it. Adding access charges and fees will substantially increase the cost
of providing pre-paid cards at affordable prices, jeopardizing the savings provided by
these cards.

Please stop any etfort to raise the costs of pre-paid calling card consumers by deciding
that these services are not subject 1o exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

ccs! Co]mmissioner Michael Capps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator



Jaly 10, 2004

Chairman Michael K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S. W,

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket No. (3-133
Dear Chairmaog Powell;

Tam writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals apposed to efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent cucrent rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates — in many cases, dramatically higher
¥ates — for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want to targer those cails fo which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or hier PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
exammple, is connected {0 a “platform™ in another state - let’s say in Nebragka. From this
“platform,” he or she hears 4 message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rulss, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia 1o Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell compaaies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
state uccess charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ acrual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers.

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large
cosporations,

{ am aware that the Jong distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers™ interests in this manner. It is

now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door
on this issue, ‘
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¢es:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J, Copps
Commissioner Kevin I. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan 3. Adelstein
Senatot
Senator



Suly 10, 2004

Chairman Michae] K. Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: WC Docket Ng. 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

T'am writing 10 add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed (o efforts
by the local Bell telephone companies to circumvent curent rules on calls placed with a pre-paid
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher raes — in many cases, dramatically higher
rates — for consumers who place the calls, As you approach your work og this docket, [ implore
you ta keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies.

The Bell companies want o target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for
example, 1s connected (¢ a “platform” in another state -- Jet’s say in Nebraska. From this
“platform,” he or she hears a message about a compuny, non-profit or person. The caller then
dials the 1elephone rumber of someone in Vieginia, Current rules, as well as common sense, state
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia.
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebrasks and then a
separate call to Virginia.

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in-
stale access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumers,

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products, Consumers don’t need higher prices for
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway 1o four large
corporalions,

Lam aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre~paid calling cards have
weighed in with the FCC in an effort 1o protect their customers’ interests in this manner, It is
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door

on this issue.

ces:  Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Senator
Senator



July 7, 2004

Chairman Michae! Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W,

‘Washingten, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133

Chairman Powell;

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you

move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. '

The Latino community is particalarly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling c.ards;.
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with ineomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling casds are so prevalent in part because
they save constumers money. -

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income constumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who sre on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credif rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phome. With prepaid cards, consurners can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. 'We can use these cards 1o stay “connected” as we Jook for
Jobs, hunt for bouses, or schedule many of the othes daily appointments that we all bave.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincerely, _ -
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ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
~ Commissioner Kathleen Abermathy
Commntissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accamplish many every day tasks, from looking for 2 job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and fricnds, But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to Jocal
telephone service, rely npon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, apd others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the enly option available -~ without them, miany consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards wil} directly harm individuals who can least afford pnce intreases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the vtility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies 1o collect such charges, even when they do not sel) the calling card o a
cugtomer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
Services.

Smcerely W

ces;  Commissioner Michae) Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathty
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein .
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairmman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move o increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particulatly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, balf of the househalds with incomes

below 820,000 have used prepaid cards, Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save conswiners money.

With gas and milk prices a]ready holding fixed and low income consvmers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely wpon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that, local phone companies insist upon hefore
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appomtments that we all bave,

I simply find jt vnimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Seme of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand ug for consumer interests gver corporate gain by lieepmg
affordable prepmd calling cards a priority,

Commsssonar Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Cheirman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, S.W.

Washingten, DC 20554

RE: WC Docker No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority commimities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide,

¥ understand that the FCC is considering applymg “in-state™ access charpes and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Mapy Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, baok accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left withont access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards o diszdvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collest such charges, even when thcy do not sell the calling card o a
custorper, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely, ] W Q M (7[

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Comimissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Yopzthan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powel)

Federal Commuaications Commigsion
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should nat impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move fo increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. '

The Latino community is pasticularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the housebolds with incomes
below 520,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money. o

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income &
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
mect the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that Jocal phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members aud neighbors. We can nse thése cards to stay “cormected” as we look for
Jjobs, bunt for bouses, ar schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consamer futerests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepald calling cards a priority. :

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
* Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commjlssioner Jonathen Adelstein
Senator )
Senator
Congressperson

Simcerely,
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July 7, 2004

Chaipman Michas] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Steet, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket Na., 03-133
Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from Jooking for a job or affordable hovsing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduge

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming miltions of
Latinos and other constuners nationwide, .

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particuiarly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subseribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at sot affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing ip-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges; even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially Jess affordable. Plesse

look out for consumers and refuse 1o impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

| . ‘ o
ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps ﬂ ‘-ﬂw Z‘

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commigsioner Jonathan Adelstein |
Senator

Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Comtuission -
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powall:

The FCC should not irnpose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals 1o stay in touch in their comznunities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent im part because
they save consumers money.

‘With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many jow-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely npon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist vpon hefore
getting a phone, With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of farnily members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, huat for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have,

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fecs on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consnmey interests over corporate gain by keepiug
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority,

Sincerely,

oCss
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Keyvin Martin

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator
Congressperson
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. (03-133

Dear Chaitman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from locking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately hanming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. '

J understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees.on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon thesze prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates,
Students, immigrants, senicr citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consurpers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordeble. Flease

ook out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. T

Sincerely,

S00 7

ces;  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commmissioner Xevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell: .

The FCC should not jinpose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
maove to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in tonch in their communitics.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price incsease for pre-paid calling cards
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards, Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

‘With gas and milk prices alrcady holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many jow-income :
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist vpon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stayd up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling caxds a prierity.

Sincerely,

coSs!
Commissioncr Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michacl Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely npon Jow-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is 2 proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, mmednately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers pationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying, “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local

* telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, semior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many Consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service, Rmsmg the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm mdlwduals who can least afford pncc increases.

Imposing in-state charges wou]d amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not seil the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus makiog these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

9“‘2’@ Foe

Comimissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Comumissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathen Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Hyou
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in tobch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling ca.rds
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, balf of ihe households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers mouney,

With gag and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phope companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected™ as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keepmg
affordable prepaid calling cards 3 priority.

Sincerely,

(&

ccs:  Commissioner Michiel Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abcroathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Doacket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other econsumers nationwide.

I'understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other meens necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid cafling cards to stay conpiected at set affordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only optior available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left withour access fo telephone service, Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases,

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantia] increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards fo disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do nof sell the calling card toa
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantiaily less affordable, Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services. h '

Sincerely,

ces:  Commissioner Michae] Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Magtin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator )
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

‘The FCC should not iﬁ:lpose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will siaply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are 50 prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. 'With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it vnimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest 1clephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

cé éb rd q!p 5‘ 9

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin :
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michaecl Powell

Federal Communications Commijgsion
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell,

| am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden chargcs and fces on prepaid calling card
SEWIL‘-BS

Minorities, low-income familics, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military
famnilies rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected
—to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convesience and predictable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges. . In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literalty
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase, Prepaid calling cards are

indispensable to consomer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and
wireless telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-gtate™ access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards, The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone

companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those congumers that can least afford to
bear it,

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services, Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

S inceml}',

Commissioner Michae] Copps

_ Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Pederal Communications Commission
445 12th Styeet, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No, 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, yon will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money,

‘With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income
houscholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cammot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getring a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we ali have.

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companics would be the largest beneficiaries of sach
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keepmg
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

ces:  Commissioner Michael Capgs
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairmman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street, S. W,

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority comsmunities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends, But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

" new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos avd other consumers nationwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
ceriain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, iImmigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consurmers
could, quite literally, be Ieft without access to telephone service, Raising the price of prepaid
cal!mg cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases,

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refiise to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
seTvices.

Sincecty, (A [aral, ggmzwy

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commmissioner Kathleen Abemathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissiones Jonathan Adelstein .
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
445 121th Street, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaped individuals to stay in touch in thefr communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling carde are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

‘With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumess hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
bouseholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companjes insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can vse these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
Jjobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we ail have,

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the pation’s largest teleplione companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consnmer interests over corporate gain by keeping
aﬂ'ordable prepaid ealling cards a priority.

0 (B2

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in_
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. :

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on

certain prepaid cailing card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those

establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe 1o local

telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
_ Students, immigrents, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling caxds will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destraying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable, Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services, ) o ‘

T

ecs.  Chmmissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator .
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should net impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. I you

move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or -
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households uge them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because
they save consumers money.

With gas and milk pdces already holding fixed and low income consurmers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephnne service costs as well. In particnlar, many jow-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the teleghones
of family members and neighbors, We can use these cards to stay “connected™ as we look for
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule mamy of the other daily appointments that we all have,

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consnmer interests over corporate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

Sincere :
4‘—/

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commigsioper Kathleen Abemnathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congresspersan

1
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communieations Compmission
445 12th Street, SW.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell,

T an writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services,

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone -
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected
—to make phone calls to Iook for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are

indispensable to consnmer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and
wireless telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone

companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to
bear it.

Adding access charges to be paid 10 local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services, Please stop aay effort to raise rates op American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

Sincerely,

’T/M e

Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator

Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

‘Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. 1 you
move to increase thé cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their cammunities

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes

below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalest in part becanse
they save consumers money-

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we shounld
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, constmers can make calls from peyphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
Jjobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have.

1 simply find it vaimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fecs on these cards.
Same of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consemer interests over corporate gaim by kezplng
aﬂ‘ordahle prepaid calling cards a priority.

© Sincerely,
ccs;  Commissioner Michael Copps ’
Commussioner Kathleen Abernathy

Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissicner Jonathan Adelstem
Senator

Senator

Congressperson
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michae]l Powell

Federa) Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE; WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell;

Latino and other minority commupities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming: millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide.

T understand that the FCC js considering applying “in-state™ access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates.
Students, xnmigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available — without them, many consumers
couid, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Ra:smg the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increascs.

Imposing in-state charges would amount 1o a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consnmers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not seli the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fces on prepaid callmg card
Sel'\'ll.‘,&ﬂ

Sincerely,

ecs:  Commissioher MichI:l::ps

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator .

Senator

Congressperson

XAV 7 7 __de ce:_zr_ yooz/sr/w



July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Comimmission
445 12th Street, 3. W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other minority commumities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from jooking for a job or affordable housing to staying in
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce

new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, lmnmdlately harming millions of
Latinos and vther consumers natjonwide.

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set effordable rates.
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As mr vesult, prepaid calling carde are the only option available — without them, many consumers
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford pmce inereases.

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantia] increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, Jocal
teleplione companies to callect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially Iess affordable. Please

look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
SBI'VICES .

Sincerely,

/Zi

“ess: Commigsioner Michas] Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein |
Senator
Senator
Congressperson

ezo(@ B xya o2l _?.QOIE_:/EI/LOV



Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michae] Powell

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Sireet, S.W,

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Chairman Powell:

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or -
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards;
approximately 43% of Laiino households use them, Indeed, half of the households with incomes
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part becanse
they save consumers thoney.

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for
jobs, huat for houses, or schedule many of the other daily eppointments that we all have.

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards.
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companieg would be the largest beneficiaries of such
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over corparate gain by keeping
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority.

smmfw%’?@%b |

ccs:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commniissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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Tuly 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell:

Latino and other mjnority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in_
touch with family and friends. But pendiag before the FCC is a propogal that would introduce

new charpes and fees upon services upon which we depend, Medlawly harming millions of
Latinos and other consumers nationwide,

T understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those
establishing a ¢radit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected et set affordable rates.
Students, immigraats, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges.

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option availsble — without them, TAANY COOSUMErS
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Rmsmg the price of prepaid
callmg cards will directly harm individuals who ean least afford prlce increases,

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls,
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please

took out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card
services.

Sincerely,

 GCs) C
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Comrmissioner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein
Senator

Senator
Congressperson
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July 7, 2004

Chairman Michael Powell

Federal Communications Commission -
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133

Dear Chairman Powell,

Tam writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepa.ld calling card
services.

Minarities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consurners do not
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected
—to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable ¢ost, as
there are no hidden fees or charges. Tn economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are

indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordsble altermative to regular and
wireless telephone services.

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state™ access charges
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone

companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to
bear it.

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees.

ces:  Commissioner Michael Copps
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy
Commissicner Kevin Martin
Commissioner Yonathan Adelstcin
Senator
Senator
Congressperson
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